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it may be a contraction of a former *avam, and
this avam may have been a prehistoric pro-
nominal stem, pointing to distant objects, while
ay am pointed to nearer objects. In that case,
avam may have become the affirmative particle
om, just as the French oui arose from hoc illud.
And thus we read in the A*Mndogya Upanishad
I, i, 8 : ' That syllable is a syllable of permission,
for whenever we permit anything we say Om,
yes/ If, then, om meant originally that andjy^,
\ve can understand that, like Amen> it may have
assumed a more general meaning, something like
tat sat, and that it may have been used as re-
presenting all that human language can express.
Thus in the Maitraya^a Upanishad VI, 23, after
it had been said there was one Brahman without
words, and a second, a Word-Brahman, we are
told that the word is the syllable Om. This
sounds absurd, unless we admit that this Om was
meant at first as a symbol of all speech, even
as a preacher might say that all language was
Amen, Amen.